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$100^000 Dodd Dinner Held in 1965; 

Differ on Tax-Free Claiiri 

By Richai^Harwood 



WMhlntton Post at»ff Writar 
l^e cbakman of the Dem- 
o^atic Party in New Haven, 
Conn., reported yesterday tiiat 
a $100,000 testimondal dinner 
for Sen. Thomas J. Dodd’s 
^rronal financial benefift was 
held in Hartford on March 6 
1065. 

Confirmation of this new 
‘testimonial" to the Connecti- 
cut DemocraUc Senator came 
on a day in wihich Sen. John 
J. Williams (R-DeL) was chal- 
lenging Dodd’s contention 
that a reported $100,000 raised 
at two previous dinners— in 
1061 and 1063— was a personal 
gift from friends and was 
therefore tax-free. 

Williams, ranking RepubU 
can on the Senate Finance 
Committee, said the proceeds 
from political dinners are tax- 
able as income unless used 
for campaign purposes. 

“I don’t see how it could be 
otherwise," he said. 

The principal speaker at 
last year’s testimonial for Sen. 
I>odd was Vice President 
Humphrey. 'The dinner was 
held at the Statler-HUton Ho- 
tel in Hartford and attracted 
about 1000 persons at $100 a 
plate. 

The Hartford Courant re- 
ported at the time that the 
purpose of the dinner was to 
“wipe out the deficit” from 
Sen. Dodd’s successful 1964 
re-election campaign. 

Tersonal Use* Cited 
But Arthur Barbieri, the 
New Haven Party chairman, 
who was chairman of the din- 
ner committee, told ’The 
Washington Post the net pro- 
ceeds were turned over to 
Dodd for his personal use. 

“It was a testimonial tribute 
to Sen. Dodd for his services 
to Connecticut," said Barbieri. 



“I was proud to be the chair- 
man and I would do it again 
tomorrow. The money was not 
designated for campaign pur- 
poses. It was turned over to 
the Senator to be used at his 
personal discretion.” 

This explanation came as a 
surprise to Democratic Na- 
tional Chairman John Bailey 
who lives in I^tford and 



who attended the 1965 dinner. 
He said he was imaware that 
the proceeds were Intended as 
a personal gift to Dodd. 

“I never knew what hap- 
pened to the money,” Bailey, 
said. I 

He said he a^ had been 
unaware that proceeds for the 
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1961 and 1963 “testimonials” 
to Dodd bad been turned over 
to the Senator for his per- 
sonal use. 

“I thougiivt we were just 
•havini; a dinner,” BaMey said. 

Vice President Humphrey 
apparently was unaware of 
the purposes of the 1965 din- 
ner, according to his office. A 
spokesman for Humphrey said 
the Vice President had as- 
sumed thait the dinner was a 
routine campaign fund-raising 
affair. He was not informed, 
!the spokesman said, that the 
proceeds were intended as a 
personal gift to Dodd. 

Another comment came 
from the Republican state 
chadnnan in Connecticut, A. 
Searle Pinney. In reference to 
1961 and 1963 'Hestimo- 
i Dials” to Dodd, Pinney said it 
was difficult “to accept the 
Senator's definitioin of these 
contributions es gifts. To do 
90 would undermine public 
confidence in campaign giv- 
ing, since, to the best of my 
knowledge, this concept has 
never existed 4n Cotmectlcut, 
certainly not In the Republi- 
can Party. It becomes even 
more important now to have 
a fuiil public examination of all 
the charges made against Sen. 
Dodd.” 

New Haven Democratic 
Chairman Bachieri’s desciip- 
tion of the 1965 dinner as a 
personad benefit for Sen. 
Dodd is consistent with the 
reported facts on the Sena- 



tor's campaign balance sheet 
for 1964. 

In a legally required state- 
ment filed with the Secretary 
of the United States Senate, 
Dodd stated that his personal 
expenses in the 1964 campaign 
were $11,891.60 and that they 
were exactly offset by contri- 
butions of $11,891.60. 

He suffered, in other words, 
no personal ftoancial losses in 
the campaign, according to his 
official report, and thus had 
no “deficit” to wipe out with 
the proceeds from a post-elec- 
tion dinner. 

In addition to Dodd's per- 
sonal campaign ^ report, his 
Connecticut bS^anization re- 
ported for 1964 expenditures 
of $174,159.44 and receipts of 
$167,497.67, leaving a deficit of 
aOmost $6700. 

There has been no public 
financial repcHt on the results 
of the 1965 Hartford dinner 
for Dodd. Barbieri said the 
money was turned over to 
Dodd by Matthew Moriarity, 
a Manchester, Conn., automo- 
bile dealer, and by Edward 
Sullivan, a member of Sen. 
Dodd’s staff in Hartford. 

Neither Moriarity nor Sulli- 
van could be reached by tele- 
phone to give an accounting. 

The Senator was en route to 
Washington from Florida 
where he had been visiting 
his aon, who is recovering 
from an appendectomy. 

Earlier this week, associates 
of the Senator pictured him 
as a “poor man” who reqidred 



outside assistance to meet his 
financial obligations as a pub- 
lic figure. It was for this rea- 
son, the Senator's associates 
said, that Dodd's friends and 
constituents made cash gifts 2 
to him through the device of i 
“testimonial'’ dinners. As , 
gifts, they said, the money 
was not taxable. 

Among Dodd's outside ^ 
sources of income, according f 
to his associates, are residual , 
fees from his former law firm 
in Hartford, and lecture fees. . 
As a radio broadcaster for the 
“militantly anti - Communist” 
American Security Council, 
Dodd received $^73.69 last 
year, according to A.S.C. Pres- . 
ident John Fisher of Chicago. i 
The daily radio program is de- J 
voted “exclusively to Cold 
War developments” and is de- 
scribed by A.S.C. as the “larg- 
est daily radio program In the 
United States,” Dodd appears 
on the program tivdce a week 
on the average, according to 
Fisher. 1 ,i 



Correction 

In a story yesterday dealing > 
with contributions to test!- r 
monial dinners for Sen. ^ 
Thomas J. ' Dodd (D-Conn.), j 
The Washington Post incor- ^ 
rectly identified the Interna- 
tional Latex Co. as a Con- i 
necticut firm and incorrectly t 
identified A. N. Spanel as : 
president of the firm. Spanel’s ] 
title is board chairman. The 1 
company is chartered in i 
Delaware. t 



